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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The Following is Non-Final Office Action in response to amendment filed January 14, 
2008. Independent claims 1, 14, 20, 28 and 29 have been amended. Claims 2, 5, 7, 13 and 19 
have been cancelled. Claims 30 and 31 are newly added. Claims 1, 3-4, 6, 8-12, 14-18, 20-31 are 
pending in this application. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments regarding 101 rejection with respect to 1,3-6, 8-12 and 28-29 have 
been fully considered and are persuasive. The rejection of the claims has been withdrawn. 

3. Applicant's arguments regarding "identifying a first hierarchy, of a first hierarch of 
categories. . .automatically attributing a second category, of a second alternative hierarchy of 
categories. . .the data item is user-classifiable under the first hierarchy of categories. . ." have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one cannot show 
nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on 
combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re 
Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

Ortega clearly discloses low-level and high-level categories of hierarchy "tree" based on 
various pre-defined subjects and classification (col. 3, lines 21-28, Ortega; col. 4, lines 16-52 and 
col. 7, lines 6-24, Ortega). 

Fohn, a secondary reference, discloses multiple hierarchies of information including an 
information hierarchy of categories and an alternative hierarchy of categories (Figs. 6A-6C; 
col. 2, lines 47-61 and col. 15, line 63 to col. 17, line 29, Fohn) in the manner similar to the 
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claimed language. Therefore, the combination of Ortega and Fohn discloses the invention as 
claimed. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claims 1-12 and 24 are allowed over the art of record. 

5. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
The prior art fail to suggest or disclose "a first structure of categories. . . .a second structure of 
categories as an alternative second hierarchy of categories . . .and the second category to point to 
the first category in the database." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 14-18 and 20-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ortega et al. (U. S. Patent no. 6,489,968 Bl) of record in view of Fohn et al. (US 6,460,025 Bl) 

Regarding claims 14 and 28, Ortega discloses a method of classifying a data item within 
a database, the method including: 

identifying a first category, of a first hierarchy of categories, attributed to a data 
item (see col. 1, lines 58-64 and col. 3, lines 12-18, Ortega discloses "higher- 
level categories" corresponds to "first structure of categories"); and 
automatically attributing a second category, of a second hierarchy of categories, 
to the data item (see col. 3, lines 21-28; col. 4, lines 20-23 and col. 7, lines 6-24, 
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Ortega discloses the "low-level categories" that corresponds to "second 
structure of categories"), wherein the first and second categories are defined by 
respective category paths of the first and second hierarchies of categories, the 
first category path including a first plurality of categories that are respectively 
associated with a first plurality of category identifiers and the second category 
path including a second plurality of categories that are respectively associated 
with a second plurality of category identifiers (col.5, line 1 to col. 6, line 20 and 
lines 30-39 and col. 7, lines 6-50. Ortega discloses the category name that is 
unique identified and displayed to the user corresponds to "category identifier"). 
Ortega, however, does not explicitly disclose "a second alternative hierarchy of 
categories." Fohn, on the other hand, discloses a method for improving user exploration through 
hierarchies of information including an information hierarchy of categories and an alternative 
hierarchy of categories (Figs. 6A-6C; col. 2, lines 47-61 and col. 15, line 63 to col. 17, line 29, 
Fohn). Therefore, Fohn discloses the first hierarchy of categories and an alternative second 
hierarchy of categories. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify the method of Ortega to include an alternative second hierarchy of 
categories as taught by Fohn. The motivation of doing so would have been to increase the 
popularity of on-line auction services, where a vast array of products being offered at auction are 
organized into a hierarchy of categories to conveniently direct a shopper's attention to the items 
corresponding to his personal interest (see col. 2, lines 18-23, Fohn). 
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Regarding claim 15, Ortega/Fohn combination further discloses the first and second 
categories are associated within a description of categories within the database (see col. 4, lines 
29-33, Ortega discloses the "book title" that is description of the book category). 

Regarding claim 16, Ortega/Fohn combination further discloses the first category is 
attributed to the data item by a user during a user classification operation and the second 
category is dynamically attributed to the data item during a user navigation operation of the 
second hierarchy of categories, wherein the dynamic attributing of the second category is 
performed by identification of an association between the first and second categories (see col. 4, 
lines 43-67 and col. 4, lines 20-33, Ortega). 

Regarding claim 17, Ortega/Fohn combination further discloses the first category is 
directly recorded within the database as being attributed to the data item and the second category 
is recorded as being linked to the first category within the database (see col. 4, lines 53-67, 
Ortega). 

Regarding claim 18, Ortega/Fohn combination further discloses the first and second 
categories are each leaf categories of the respective first and second hierarchies of categories (see 
col. 4, lines 59-67, Ortega). 

Regarding claims 20 and 29, Ortega discloses a method of facilitating location of a data 
item within a database, the method including: 

facilitating user-navigation of a first category structure to select a first category 
(see col. 1, lines 34-50, Ortega); 
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identifying a second category (Outdoors/Events/Olympics) of a second category 
structure as being linked to the first category (Books/Sports) of the first category 
structure (col. 1, lines 42-57); and 

identifying data items of the second category responsive to the selection of the 
first category of the first category structure (see col. 1, line 58 to col. 2, line2, 
Ortega), wherein the first and second categories are defined by respective 
category paths of the first and second hierarchies of categories, the first category 
path including a first plurality of categories that are respectively associated with 
a first plurality of category identifiers and the second category path including a 
second plurality of categories that are respectively associated with a second 
plurality of category identifiers (col. 5, line 1 to col. 6, line 20 and lines 30-39 
and col. 7, lines 6-50. Ortega discloses the category name that is unique 
identified and displayed to the user corresponds to "category identifier"). 
Ortega, however, does not explicitly disclose "the first hierarchy of categories and an 
alternative second hierarchy of categories." Fohn, on the other hand, discloses a method for 
improving user exploration through hierarchies of information including an information 
hierarchy of categories and an alternative hierarchy of categories (Figs. 6A-6C; col. 2, lines 47-61 
and col. 15, line 63 to col. 17, line 29, Fohn). Therefore, Fohn discloses the first hierarchy of 
categories and an alternative second hierarchy of categories. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the method of Ortega to include 
an alternative second hierarchy of categories as taught by Fohn. The motivation of doing so 
would have been to increase the popularity of on-line auction services, where a vast array of 
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products being offered at auction are organized into a hierarchy of categories to conveniently 
direct a shopper's attention to the items corresponding to his personal interest (see col. 2, lines 
18-23, Fohn). 

Regarding claim 21, Ortega/Fohn combination discloses the facilitating of the user 
navigation of presenting at least one user interface to display navigation information according to 
the first hierarchy of categories (see col. 1, lines 34-50 and Fig.lA, Fig.2, Ortega); 

Regarding claim 22, Ortega/Fohn combination further discloses the presenting of the at 
least one user interface comprises generating at least one markup language document (250, Fig. 2 
of Ortega discloses the web containing the markup language document). 

Regarding claim 23, Ortega/Fohn combination discloses that any one of a group of 
navigation aids including a drop-down menu, a selection of check boxes, a selection of radio 
buttons, an embedded Java application and an embedded ActiveX control (see the browser of 
Fig.lA and Fig.2, Ortega). 

Regarding claim 25, Ortega/Fohn combination discloses wherein the identifying of the 
data items comprises accessing an items table to identify at least a first record identifying the 
second category (col. 7, lines 6-31, Ortega). 

Regarding claim 26, Ortega/Fohn combination further discloses the first and second 
categories comprise respective leaf categories (see col. 4, lines 59-67, Ortega). 

Regarding claims 27-3 1 , Ortega/Fohn combination further discloses the step of 
communicating the identified data items within a markup language document (250, Fig. 2) 
transmitted over a network (Fig. 2 of Ortega). 
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Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to HANH B. THAI whose telephone number is (571)272-4029. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur (7:00AM - 4:30 PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Don Wong can be reached on 571-272-1834. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Hanh B Thai 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2163 

April 28, 2008 

/don wong/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2163 



